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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-4, 18, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Ishizuka (US 2003/0030650) 

3. Regarding Claim 1 , Jam et al discloses a method of producing a piece of artwork 
using a computer-controlled color printer capable of printing at least three colors, 
comprising: a) inputting or selecting a multicolor image so that it is provided in the 
computer (scanner sends digital information by reading the original document to the 
engine I/O 6) (page 2, paragraph [0029]); b) selectively disabling one or more of the 
colors, while not disabling all of the colors besides black, of the printer to insure little or 
none of the one or more disabled colors is printed by the printer (Fig. 4D, delete 
specified color) (page 3, paragraph [0048); and c) with the printer, printing the non- 
disabled color or colors of the image onto a substrate (plotter 4) (page 2, paragraph 
[0030]). 
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4. Regarding Claim 2, Ishizuka discloses a method to produce a final work of art, 
either with or without the artist's name, a title, and/or other writing (Fig. AC, stamp 
printing) (page 3, paragraph [0049]). 

5. Regarding Claim 3, Ishizuka discloses a method, printing onto a substrate of 
paper or canvas (paper) (page 2, paragraph [0030]). 

6. Regarding Claim 4, Ishizuka discloses a method, further acting upon the 
substrate to add artistic elements to the substrate to produce a final artwork (Fig. 4C, 
stamp printing) (page 3, paragraph [0049]). 

7. Regarding Claim 18, Ishizuka discloses a color printer controllable by a computer 
and capable of printing at least three colors on a substrate (Fig. 1 , plotter 5) (page 2, 
paragraph [0031]; and mechanical devices interconnected to computer controls and/or 
software which act on the printer or computer controlling the printer to selectively and 
temporarily disable the printing of one or more colors with the printer (Fig. 1 , image 
processor 7) (page 2, paragraph [0031]). 

8. Regarding Claim 1 9, Ishizuka discloses a color printer wherein the printer 
comprises a thermal ink-jet printer, and wherein the mechanical devices and/or software 
include software in the computer (Fig. 1, image processing device) (page 2, paragraph 
[0027]). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 5-10, 12-17, 20, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Ishizuka in view of Jam et al. (US 7,103,230). 

1 1 . Regarding Claim 5, Ishizuka fails to teach a method, practiced by applying 
colored paints to spaced portions of the substrate. 

Jam et al teaches a method, practiced by applying colored paints to spaced 
portions of the substrate (image editing technologies) (col. 3, lines 40-67, col. 4, lines 1- 
47). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Ishizuka with the teaching of Jam to 
allow a user to edit the input image using different coloring techniques. 

12. Regarding Claim 6, Ishizuka fails to teach a method, practiced by applying 
texture to spaced portions of the substrate using a palette knife, eye-dropper, or the like; 
and further comprising adding illustrated objects, foreign materials, or effects, to spaced 
portions of the substrate. 

Jam et al teaches a method, practiced by applying texture to spaced portions of 
the substrate using a palette knife, eye-dropper, or the like; and further comprising 
adding illustrated objects, foreign materials, or effects, to spaced portions of the 
substrate (image editing technologies) (col. 3, lines 40-67, col. 4, lines 1-47). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Ishizuka with the teaching of Jam to 
allow a user to edit the input image using different coloring techniques. 
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1 3. Regarding Claim 7, Ishizuka fails to teach a method, practiced to fully disable 
one or more colors. 

Jam et al teaches a method, practiced to fully disable one or more colors (image 
editing technologies) (col. 3, lines 40-67, col. 4, lines 1-47). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Ishizuka with the teaching of Jam to 
allow a user to edit the input image using different coloring techniques. 

14. Regarding Claim 8, Ishizuka fails to teach a method, practiced to only partially 
disable one or more colors. 

Jam et al teaches a method, practiced to only partially disable one or more colors 
(image editing technologies) (col. 3, lines 40-67, col. 4, lines 1-47). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Ishizuka with the teaching of Jam to 
allow a user to edit the input image using different coloring techniques. 

15. Regarding Claim 9, Ishizuka fails to teach a method, practiced to disable black 
and near black. - 

Jam et al teaches a method, practiced to disable black and near black (image 
editing technologies) (col. 3, lines 40-67, col. 4, lines 1-47). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Ishizuka with the teaching of Jam to 
allow a user to edit the input image using different coloring techniques. 



Application/Control Number: 10/740,486 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2625 

16. Regarding Claim 10, Ishizuka teaches a method, using a thermal ink-jet printer 
(Fig. 1, plotter 5) (page 2, paragraph [0031]. 

17. Regarding Claim 12, Ishizuka fails to teach a method, wherein the multicolor 
image is a digital photograph. 

Jam et al teaches a method, wherein the multicolor image is a digital photograph 
(editable images my include photos) (col. 3, lines 40-47). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Ishizuka with the teaching of Jam to 
allow a user to edit the digital photograph using different coloring techniques. 

1 8. Regarding Claim 1 3. Ishizuka fails to teach a method wherein the digital 
photograph is taken by an artist and input into the computer by the artist; and used to 
produce a pseudo-abstract final art work. 

Jam et al teaches a method, wherein the digital photograph is taken by an artist 
and input into the computer by the artist (Fig. 1, load image) (editable images my 
include photos) (col. 3, lines 40-47); and used to produce a pseudo-abstract final art 
work (editing images) (col. 3, lines 40-60). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Ishizuka with the teaching of Jam to 
allow a user to edit the digital photograph using different coloring techniques. 

19. Regarding Claim 14, Ishizuka fails to teach a method, practiced to disable black 
and near black. 
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Jam et al teaches a method, practiced to disable black and near black (image 
editing technologies) (col. 3, lines 40-67, col. 4, lines 1-47). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Ishizuka with the teaching of Jam to 
allow a user to edit the input image using different coloring techniques. 

20. Regarding Claim 15, Ishizuka teaches a piece of paper or canvas comprising a 
pseudo-abstract art work (Fig. 1 , plotter 5) (page 2, paragraph [0031]. 

21 . Regarding Claim 16, Ishizuka fails to teach a method, used in curriculum to teach 
art to children. 

Jam et al teaches a method, used in curriculum to teach art to children 
(commonly available programs) (col. 3, lines 40-60). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Ishizuka with the teaching of Jam to 
use commonly available programs to allow a user to edit the input image using different 
coloring techniques. 

22. Regarding Claim 17, Ishizuka teaches a method using software in a computer 
controlling a printer (Fig. 1, image processing device) (page 2, paragraph [0027]). 

23. Regarding Claim 20, Ishizuka teaches a method of producing a work of art using 
a thermal ink-jet printer having an active black ink cartridge and at least one active 
primary color ink cartridge, and controlled by a computer, comprising: inputting or 
selecting a multicolor image so that it is provided in the computer (scanner sends digital 
information by reading the original document to the engine I/O 6) (page 2, paragraph 
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[0029]); c) with the printer, printing a substantially accurate representation of the image 
onto a substrate of paper or canvas (plotter 4) (page 2, paragraph [0030]). 

Ishizuka fails to teach a method, removing the active black ink cartridge from the 
printer, or controlling the printer with software, to disable from about 80-100% the 
capability of the printer to print black or near black while not significantly disturbing 
operation of the active primary colors cartridge and further acting upon the substrate 
from to add artistic elements to the substrate to produce a final artwork. 

Jam et al teaches a method removing the active black ink cartridge from the 
printer, or controlling the printer with software, to disable from about 80-100% the 
capability of the printer to print black or near black while not significantly disturbing 
operation of the active primary colors cartridge (image editing techniques) (col. 3, lines 
40-67, col. 4, lines 1-47) and further acting upon the substrate from to add artistic 
elements to the substrate to produce a final artwork (image editing techniques) (col. 3, 
lines 40-67, col. 4, lines 1-47). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Ishizuka with the teaching of Jam to 
allow a user to edit the input image using different coloring techniques. 
24. Regarding Claim 21 , Ishizuka teaches a method, wherein the substrate is at least 
thirty pound matte paper (paper) (page 2, paragraph [0030]). 

Ishizuka fails to teach a method practiced by adding acrylic paint to spaced 
portions of the substrate to provide colors and textures not present in the original image, 
and, and wherein a digital color photograph as the image. 
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Jam et al teaches a method practiced by adding acrylic paint to spaced portions 
of the substrate to provide colors and textures not present in the original image artwork 
(image editing techniques) (col. 3, lines 40-67, col. 4, lines 1-47), and, and wherein a 
digital color photograph as the image (editable images my include photos) (col. 3, lines 
40-47). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Ishizuka with the teaching of Jam to 
allow a user to edit the digital photograph using different coloring techniques. 

25. Claim 1 1 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ishizuka 
and Jam et al. as applied to claimlO above, and further in view of Kohno (US 
6,749,282). 

26. Regarding Claim 1 1 , Ishizuka and Jam et al. fail to teach a method, using an ink- 
jet printer having a black ink cartridge as well as at least one primary color ink cartridge; 
and removing the active black ink cartridge from the printer to thereby disable printing 
with black ink. 

Kohno teaches a method, using an ink-jet printer having a black ink cartridge as 
well as at least one primary color ink cartridge (head cartridge 200); removing the active 
black ink cartridge from the printer to thereby disable printing with black ink (removing 
ink tanks) (col. 5, lines 43-59). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to have combined the teachings of Ishizuka and Jam with the teaching 
of Kohno to allow for the removal of the black ink tank to prevent monochrome printing. 
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Conclusion 

27. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Yamamoto (US 5,136,401) discloses an image layout apparatus for performing 
pattern modification such a coloring of an original image. 

Mancuso (US 6,176,521) discloses a variable color print with locally colored 
regions. 

Yokomizio et al. (US 6,522,418) discloses a method and system for editing 
images. 

Jia et al. (US 6,947,593) discloses a method of processing a color digital image 

file. 

Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Satwant K. Singh whose telephone number is (571) 
272-7468. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8am - 
4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David K. Moore can be reached on (571) 272-7437. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 




Satwant K. Singh 
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